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OPINION 1212 

SIPHONOPHORA BRANDT, 1837 (DIPLOPODA): 

CONSERVED 

RULING.- (1) Under the plenary powers, the generic name 
Siphonophora Fischer de Waldheim, 1823 is hereby suppressed for 
the purposes of both the Law of Priority and the Law of Homonymy. 

(2) The generic name Siphonophora Brandt, 1837 (gender: 
feminine), type species, by monolypy, Siphonophora portoricensis 
Brandt, 1837, is hereby placed on the Official List of Generic Names 
in Zoology with the Name Number 2159. 

(3) The specific name portoricensis Brandt, 1837, as published 
in the binomen Siphonophora portoricensis (specific name of type 
species of Siphonophora Brandt, 1837) is hereby placed on the 
Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Number 
2803. 

(4) The family-group name SIPHONOPHORIDAE 
Newport, 1844 (type genus Siphonophora Brandt, 1837) is hereby 
placed on the Official List of Family-Group Names in Zoology with 
the Name Number 537. 

(5) The generic name Siphonophora Fischer de Waldheim, 
1823, as suppressed under the plenary powers in (1) above, is hereby 
placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names 
in Zoology with the Name Number 2125. 

HISTORY OF THE CASE Z.N.(S.)2168 

An application for the conservation of the generic name 
Siphonophora Brandt, 1837 was first received from Dr C.A.W. 
Jeekel (University of Amsterdam) on II March 1976. It was sent to 
the printer on 9 June 1976 and published on 31 March 1977 in Bull, 
zool. Nom. vol. 33, pp. 218-220. Public notice of the possible use of 
the plenary powers was given in the same part of the Bulletin as well 
as to eight general and seven specialist periodicals. The application 
was supported by Dr R.L. Hoffman (Radford College^ Virginia) 
(Bull. zool. Nom. vol. 36, p. 67) and Dr R.E. Crabill Jr (U.S. 
National Museum, Washington). No adverse comment was 
received. 


DECISION OF THE COMMISSION 
On 29 June 1981 the members of the Commission were invited 
to vote under the Three-Month Rule on Voting Paper (81)8 for or 
against the proposals set out in Bull. zool. Nom. vol. 33, p. 219. At 
the close of the voting period on 29 September 1981 the state of the 
voting was as follows: 

Affirmative Votes — twenty (20) received in the following 
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order: Melville, Holthuis, Alvarado, Halvorsen, Mroczkowski, 
Yokes, Ride, Sabrosky, Bayer, Tortonese, Kraus, Willink, Hahn, 
Habe, Brinck, Binder, Corliss, Welch, Nye, Bernard! 

Negative Votes — Heppell. 

Cogger abstained from voting. A late affirmative vote was 
received from Lehtinen. Trjapitzin was on leave of absence. No 
votes were returned by Dupuis and Starobogatov. 

The following comments were sent in by members of the 
Commission with their voting papers: 

Cogger: ‘Surely the best way of resolving the problem is for the 
Commission to endorse, by the use of the plenary powers if 
necessary, both Sherborn’s and Neave’s interpretations of 
Siphonophora Fischer, 1823 as a nomen nudum. This would not only 
resolve the nomenclatural problem outlined in the application, but 
would also perpetuate the status of Fischer’s name as it has long 
appeared in the above two standard nomenclators.’ [In replying to 
Dr Cogger I said that it seemed artificial to start from the position 
that a name is available and then to rule that it never had been 
available from the moment of its publication. I pointed out that both 
Sherborn’s and Neave’s nomenclators were compiled and published 
before the present Code came into force. R.V.M.] 

Heppell: 'Siphonophora Fischer is an obvious nomen nudum, 
lacking any vestige of description, associated species, or indication 
of type. To claim that it was proposed as a substitute name for 
Tubulipora Lamarck is unsubstantiated conjecture. The 
Commission should rule that Siphonophora is a nomen nudum and 
dismiss the case. The number of such names, justifiably ignored, in 
the older works is legion, and to entertain for a moment that they 
could be regarded as available would open a Pandora’s box of quite 
unnecessary applications to an already overstretched Commission.’ 


ORIGINAL REFERENCES 

The following are the original references for the names placed 
on Official Lists and an Official Index by the ruling given in the 
present Opinion: 

portoricensis, Siphonophora, Brandt, 1837, Bull. sci. Acad. imp. 

Sci. St Petersbourg, vol. 1, pp. 178-179 
Siphonophora Fischer de Waldheim, 1823, Enchiridion generum 
(Moscow), p. 11 

Siphonophora Brandt, 1837, Bull sci. Acad. imp. Sci 
St-Petersbourg, vol. 1, pt 23, pp. 178-179 
SIPHONOPHORIDAE Newport, 1844, Proc. linn. Soc. London, 
vol. 1, p. 195 
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CERTIFICATE 

I hereby certify that the votes cast on V.P.(81)8 were cast as 
set out above, that the proposal contained in that voting paper has 
been duly adopted under the plenary powers, and that the decision 
so taken, being the decision of the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature, is truly recorded in the present Opinion 
No. 1212. 


R.V. MELVILLE 
Secretary 

International Cotnniission on Zoological Nofnenclature 

London 
9 December 1981 


